KEITH E HOBAN
Notary Public

B.A.I Dii.Ed.l L.L.B.I Grad. Dii. Not. Prac., FSNV, FANZCN

DESTINATION: REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA
CERTIFICATE AS TO MAKING OF AFFIDAVIT

I, KEITH EDMOND HOBAN, Notary Public, practising in the City of Melbourne in the State
of Victoria in the Commonwealth of Australia CERTIFY that:

1. On 10t December 2020, at Melbourne, Australia, MARTIN HYDE, of || NNEE

I (the Deponent’) who
identified himself to me by the production of |G
I > appecrec

before me and after making his oath before me in proper form of law, the Deponent
swore before me as to the truth of the several matters and things therein mentioned
in the annexed Affidavit;

2. The signature on the Affidavit purporting to be the Deponent’s signature is his true
signature and proper handwriting;

3. The Deponent is of full age and appears to me to be of full capacity and executed
the document of his own free will; and

4. The ten (10) exhibits marked “RA 1” to “RA 10” respectively, which are attached to
the said Affidavit have each been marked by me for the purposes of identification

are the annexures referred to in the Affidavit.

IN WITNESS of which I have subscribed my name and affixed my seal of office this 10th
day of December 2020.

..................... ey
H EDMO D'HOBAN
Notary Public ~
Melbourne, Victoria, Australia
My appointment is not limited by time.
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| CERTIFY THAT THIS AFFIDAVIT WAS SIGNED AND SWORN TO BEFORE ME
IN MELBOURNE ON THIS THE /O1{ DAY OF DECEMBER 2020 BY THE
DEPONENT, WHO ACKNOWLEDGED THAT HE KNOWS AND UNDERSTANDS
THE CONTENTS OF THIS AFFIDAVIT, HAS NO OBJECTION TO TAKING THE
PRESCRIBED OATH, CONSIDERS THE PRESCRIBED OATH TO BE BINDING ON
HIS CONSCIENCE AND UTTERED THE FOLLOWING WORDS: “I| SWEAR THAT
THE CONTENTS OF THIS AFFIDAVIT ARE BOTH TRUE AND CORRECT, SO

l/?/ e / v, (,/’\\
V

HELP ME GOD.”

[ IOMD HOBAN
Full Names: totary Public
Melbourne, Victoria, Australia
My appoinimeiit s not imited by tim=

Capacity:






http://www.werksmans.com
mailto:bolivier@werksmans.com









mailto:bolivier@werksmans.com
mailto:woosthuizen@werksmans.com
mailto:elevenstein@werksmans.com
http://www.werksmans.com
mailto:dhertz@werksmans.com









https://www.barentskrans.nl/en/expertises/mass-litigation/
http://claimsfundingeurope.eu/
https://www.mauriceblackburn.com.au/general-law/class-actions/













































mailto:info@capefund.com



mailto:anthony@abax.co.za




































mailto:mhyde@claimsfundingeurope.eu














































3-6

Page 5

6.6 with the primary listing of its securities on the Frankfurt Stock
Exchange (“FSE"), and the secondary listing of its securities on

the Johannesburg Stock Exchange (*JSE").

7. The second defendant is STEINHOFF INTERNATIONAL HOLDINGS
(PROPRIETARY) LIMITED (“SIHL"), a private company duly incorporated
in accordance with the company laws of the Republic of South Africa, with
its registered address situated at 28 Sixth Street, Wynberg, Sandton,
Gauteng. Until 2015, the second defendant Was listed on the JSE as a

public company called Steinhoff International Holdings Limited.

Auditors

8.  The third defendant is DELOITTE & TOUCHE trading as Deloitte (“the
auditors”) a partnership carrying out business in the Republic of South
Africa, with registered ac"idresses_ at-The Woodlands, 20 Woodlands Drive,
Woodmead, Johannesburg and Block B, Riverwalk Office Park, 41

Matroosberg Rd, Ashlea Gardens, Pretoria.
Directors of SIHL and Steinhoff NV

) The fourth defendant is MARTHINUS THEUNIS LATEGAN an adult
businessman with

_ and who was, at all material times hereto, a
director of SIHL and Steinhoff NV.
W Wi
Ve
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11.

12

13.

14.

Page 6

The fifth defendant is HEATHER JOAN SONN an adult businesswoman,

resident at |
_and who was, at all material times hereto, a director of

SIHL and Steinhoff NV.

The sixth defendant is STEFANES FRANCOIS BOOYSEN an adult

pusinessmen,
I - 10 was, 2t all materia

times hereto, a director of SIHL and Steinhoff NV.

The seventh defendant is DEENADAYALEN KONAR an adult

businessman, resident =t [
I - . wss, at all materia

times hereto, a director of SIHL and Steinhoff NV.

The eighth defendant is DANIEL MAREE VAN DER MERWE an adult

pusinessman, resicent. =t [
I o was, at all material times hereto, a

director of SIHL and Steinhoff NV.

The ninth defendant is DAVID CHARLES BRINK an adult businessman,

resident at [ R
I - d ho was, at all material times hereto, a director of

SIHL and Steinhoff NV.

g7
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15.  The tenth defendant is PAUL DENIS JULIA VANDEN BOSCH an adult

businessman, resident 2t |

and who was, at all material times hereto, a director of SIHL and Steinhoff

NV.

16. The eleventh defendant is CHRISTOFFEL HENDRIK WIESE an adult

businessman, resident . |

I - ho was, at all material times hereto, a director

of SIHL and Steinhoff NV.

17.  The twelfth defendant is JOHANNES FREDERICUS MOUTON an adult

pusinessman, resident =t [
- - 1o s, ot il materia

times hereto, a director of SIHL and Steinhoff NV.

18.  The thirteenth defendant is ANDRIES BENJAMIN LA GRANGE an adult

businessman, . resident ot [
I - o was, at all materia

timés hereto, a director of SIHL and Steinhoff NV.

19.  The fourteenth defendant is MARKUS JOHANNES JOOSTE ("Jooste”) an

adult businessman, resident at || | IR
I o was, at all material times hereto, a

director of SIHL and Steinhoff NV.

/

{/({ e \Q‘\\
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23.

24.

Page 8

The fifteenth defendant is STEPHANUS JOHANNES GROBLER an aduit

businessman, resident at |
I - 1 who was, at all material times

hereto, a director of SIHL and Steinhoff NV.

The sixteenth defendant is CLAAS EDMUND DAUN an aduit

businessman, resident at |

and who was, at all material times hereto, a director of SIHL and Steinhoff

NV.

The seventeenth defendant is BRUNO EWALD STEINHOFF an adult

businossman firesiderts.ay |

_who was, at all material times hereto, a director of SIHL and

Steinhoff NV,

The eighteenth ‘defendant is ANGELA KRUGER-STEINHOFF, an adult

businesswoman, resident at |

_who was, at all material times hereto, a director of SIHL and

Steinhoff NV.

The nineteenth defendant is THIERRY LOUIS JOSEPH GUIBERT, an

adult businessman, resident at |

B o vwas, at all material times hereto, a director of SIHL and

Steinhoff NV.

1 ) A4
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Directors of Steinhoff NV

25.  The twentieth defendant is JOHAN VAN ZYL an adult businessman,

resident =t [
I o =5, at all material times hereto,

a director of Steinhoff NV.

26.  The twenty-first defendant is JAYENDRA NAIDOO, an adult businessman,

resident at [
_ who was, at all material times hereto, a director of

Steinhoff NV.

27. The twenty-second defendant is JACOB DANIEL WIESE, an adult

businessman, resident at [
I o k. ot all material times hereto, a director

of Steinhoff NV.

28.  The twenty-third defendant is ROBERT HARMZEN, an adult businessman,

resident at | /o

was, at all material times hereto, a director of Steinhoff NV.

Directors of SIHL

29.  The twenty-fourth defendant is MARIZA NEL, an adult businesswoman

resicent at |
_ who was, at all material times hereto, a director of SIHL. \;\

L

14 A
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32,

33.

34.
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The twenty-fifth defendant is FREDERIK JOHANNES NEL, an adult

businessman resident 2 |
_ who was, at all material times hereto, a director of

SIHL.

The twenty-sixth defendant is DIRK EMIL ACKERMAN, an adult

businessman resident at | R
I o s =t =il faterialtimes hereto,

director of SIHL.

The twenty-seventh defendant is FRANKLIN ABRAHAM SONN, an adult

pusnessman resdent =t
I o wes, at ali material times hereto, a director

of SIHL.

The twenty-eighth defendant is JOHANNES HENOCH NEETHLING VAN

DER MERWE, an adult businessman resident at _

- who was, at all material times hereto, a director of SIHL.

The twenty-ninth defendant is JOHANNES NICOLAAS STEPHANUS DU

PLESSIS, an adult businessman resident at _

who was, at all material times hereto, a director of SIHL.



35

36.

37.

38.

39.
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The thirtieth defendant is YOLANDA ZOLEKA CUBA an adult

businesswoman resident at ||
B o vas. ot all material times hereto, a director

of SIHL.

The thirty-first defendant is KAREL JOHAN GROVE, an adult

businessman resident ot [
I . =5, = 2l material times hereto,

a director of SIHL.

The thirty-second defendant is HENDRIK JOHAN KAREL FERREIRA, an

adult businessman resicen [
e ————

times hereto, a director of SIHL.

The thirty-third defendant is NADINE BIRD, an adult businesswoman

resident at |
- _I- who was, at all material times hereto, a director of

SiHL.

The thirty-fourth defendant is FRANS JOHANNES GELDENHUYS, an

adult businessman resident at || |
_ who was, at all material times hereto,

a director of SIHL.
/
’/é 7
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The thirty-fifth defendant is RODNEY HOWARD WALKER, an adult

businessman. resident =t |

I o \vas. at all material times hereto, a director of SIHL.

The thirty-sixth defendant is IAN MICHAEL TOPPING, an adult

businessman, resident at |G o

was, at all material times hereto, a director of SIHL.
The defendants referred to in:

42 1 paragraphs 9 to 24 above will hereinafter be collectively referred

to as “the directors”™

42.2 paragraphs 25 to 28 above will hereinafter be collectively referred

to as “the Steinhoff NV directors”;

42.3 paragraphs 29 to 41 above will hereinafter be collectively referred

to as “the SIHL directors”.

The directors’ tenure as directors of SIHL and Steinhoff NV is set out in

annexure “POC1" hereto.

Other Companies

44,

© LHI. Attorneys Inc. { lhllaw.co.za

The thirty-seventh defendant is STANDARD CHARTERED BANK LLC a

company duly registered and incorporated in accordance with the company

(%
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130620189/STEI3570,51
Cornbinad Summaons (14062010M8622491av1 /5 2 g»

BOX 31
IN THE HIGH COURT OF SOUTH AFRICA

WESTERN CAPE DIVISION, CAPE TOWN

RA7

CASE NO: ]D{gq/ ’OI

In the matter between:

STEINHOFF INTERNATIONAL Hﬁuyggg@&gm\, _ N
PROPRIETARY LIMITED ’}\\f@smg | First Plaintiff

Prifva Ti BAG X
CAPE YOUR 080

STEINHOFF INTERNATIONAL HlOLADlNC?ﬁg\Lyﬁ_ 14 Second Plaintiff

GENERAL OFFicE

and WESTERN CARE miGH COuRT
MARKUS JOHANNES JOOSTE First Defendant
ANDRIES BENJAMIN LA GRANGE Second Defendant

COMBINED SUMMONS

TO: THE SHERIFF OR HIS/HER DEPUTY
INFORM:

MARKUS JOHANNES JOOSTE, an adult male businessman who presently resides
.
Y (-<icinafter

called "the First Defendant”).

and
Filed by Werksmans Attorneys ( ( ('
Ref : David Hertz / Robert Driman / STEI3570.51 “

Tel : 011 535 8283 /0214055134
E-mail : dhertz@werksmans.com / rdriman@werksmans.com



mailto:dhertz@werksman5.com
mailto:rdriman@werksmans.com

Combined Summons (140620 19)#5244914v1
13082018

ANDRIES BENJAMIN LA GRANGE, an adult male businessman who until recently

residect ot [

I (ccinafter called "the Second Defendant').

THAT

STEINHOFF INTERNATIONAL HOLDINGS PROPRIETARY LIMITED (formerly
Steinhoff International Holdings Limited), a private company incorporated and
registered as such in terms of the company laws of the Republic of South Africa, with
its registered address at 28 Sixth Street, Wynberg, Sandton, Gauteng (hereinafter
called "the First Plaintiff").

and

STEINHOFF INTERNATIONAL HOLDINGS N.V., a company incorporated and
registered as such in accordance with the laws of the Netherlands, having its
European office at Heerengracht 466, 1017 CA Amsterdam, Netherlands, duly
registered in the Republic of South Africa as an external company, and which has its
principal place of business in the Republic of South Africa at Block D, De Wagen Office
Park, Stellentia Road, Stellenbosch (hereinafter called "the Second Plaintiff").

Hereby institutes action against the Defendants in which the Plaintiffs claims the relief
on the grounds set out in the particulars of claim attached hereto.

INFORM the Defendants further that if the Defendants dispute the claim and wish to
defend the action, the Defendants shall:-

i) With regard to the First Defendant, within TEN {10) days of the service upon
the First Defendant of this summons, file with the Registrar of this Court at
KEEROM STREET, Cape Town, Notice of Defendant's intention to defend and
serve a copy thereof on the Attorneys of the Plaintiff, which notice shall give an








mailto:dhertz@werksmans.com



mailto:dhertz@werksmarts.com
mailto:rdriman@werksmans.com
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4.2

Republic of South Africa, with its registered address at 28 Sixth Street,

Wynberg, Sandton, Gauteng.

The second plaintiff is Steinhoff International Holdings N.V., a company
incorporated and registered as such in accordance with the laws of the
Netherlands, having its European office at Heerengracht 466, 1017 CA
Amsterdam, Netherlands, duly registered in the Republic of South Africa as an
external company, and which has its principal place of business in the Republic
of South Africa at Block D, De Wagen Office Park, Stellentia Road,

Stellenbosch.

The first defendant is Markus Johannes Jooste, an adult male businessman

who presently resides at |

The first defendant became an employee of the first plaintiff with effect from

31 March 2001, and was an employee and senior executive of;

the first plaintiff, during the period 2009 to 2015; and

the second plaintiff, during the period 2015 to 2017.



7.1

7.2

On 15 March 2001 the first defendant signed a document styled
"APPOINTMENT LETTER" with the first plaintiff, a copy of which is annexed

marked "POC 1".

The second defendant is Andries Benjamin La Grange, an adult male

pusinessman who [

The second defendant became an employee of the Steinhoff Group on 1 July

2003, and was an employee and senior executive of:
the first plaintiff, during the period 2009 to 2015; and
the second plaintiff, during the period 2015 to early 2018.
On 1 July 2003 ihe second defendant signed a document styled "LETTER OF

APPOINTMENT" with an entity known as Steinhoff Africa Holdings (Pty)

Limited, a copy of which is annexed marked "POC 2".

V774























































































TO:
THE REGISTRAR

High Court
CAPE TOWN

AND TO:

MARKUS JOHANNES JOOSTE
First Defendant

Alternatively:

Alternatively:

WERKEMANS ATTORNEYS

f Per: David Hertz
Attorneys for the First and Second
Plaintiffs
Level 1, No 5 Silo Square
V & A Waterfront
CAPE TOWN
Tel: 021 405 5134
Email: dhertz@werksmans.com
Email: rdriman@werksmans.com
(Ref: D Hertz/ R Driman/
STEI3570.51)

32
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AND TO:

ANDRIES BENJAMIN LA GRANGE
Second Defendant

33















5

In order to clarify any further arrangements in terms of your employment
conditions, kindly contact the Human Resources Department who will assist you
in this regard.

Yours faithfully

N

B:ESTEINHOFF
CHAIRMAN

I, (Full Names) Sl TOhgnnES TOK 7L

(D No.) NI  .rderstand and accept the revised conditions

outlined to me, and acknowiedge that this document will constilute a formal

agreement of service between the Company and myself, which replaces all

previaus contractual arrangements between us.

Signature /”W

Date : & 7/ /iA“’/

U//L (.





http://www.steinhoffintemational.com







In order to clarify any further arrangements in terms of your restructured package, kindly contact
your payroll administrator who will assist you in this regard.

Yourcs faithfully i

JHN VAN DER MERWE
MANAGING LCTOR - Loy mEA S ey

I, (Full Names) £ 55 iy 1723

_understand and accept the conditions outlined to me, and

acknowledge that this document will constitute a formal agreement of service between the

Compeany and myself,

Signature : M

Date : &é% é/ ol g
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loss principle, to the necessary extent. | respectfully submit that the applicants have
good prospects of success of this Court coming to a different conclusion to that of the
Supreme Court of Appeal, and that the exceptions to the applicants’ particulars of claim

should not have been upheld.

Y
DIAAN GUY ORANGE ELLIS
/

Thus signed and sworn to before me at'BAa)QJ/\J’“’" on this the 23rd day of July

2024, the deponent having acknowledged that he knows and understands the contents of this

affidavit and having declared that he has no objection to taking the prescribed oath and that he

considers the oath to be final and binding on her conscience.

CARL COETZEE COMMISSIONER OF OATHS

Petersen, Hertog & Associates
Commissioner of Oaths Ex Officio

Practising Attorney RSA
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The second plaintiff is HAMILTON 2 B.V., a private limited company with its
registered office in Amsterdam, which also has its principal place of business at

Hamilton House, 28 Fitzwilliam Place, Dublin, Ireland.

The first defendant is STEINHOFF INTERNATIONAL HOLDINGS
PROPRIETARY LIMITED (“SIHPL"), previously known as Steinhoff International
Holdings Limited, a company duly incorporated under the company laws of the
Republic of South Africa, with its principal place of business at Building B2
Vineyard Office Park; Cnr Adam Tas and Devon Valley Road; Stellenbosch,

Western Cape, 7600

The second defendant is MARKUS JOHANNES JOOSTE (“Jooste”), a
businessman who resides at _
-. From 2000 until December 2017, Jooste was the chief executive officer
and an executive director of SIHPL (which as mentioned below was for a long
time the top listed company of the Steinhoff group). Jooste also held the same
positions at Steinhoff International Holdings N.V. (“Steinhoff N.V.”) (referred to

below) from the commencement of its operations in 2015 until December 2017.

The third defendant is ANDRIES BENJAMIN LA GRANGE (“La Grange”), a

businessman who resides a [
_ La Grange commenced working for the Steinhoff group in

1998, and from March 2013 was the chief financial officer and an executive
director of SIHPL. La Grange also became an executive director and the chief

financial officer of Steinhoff N.V. in 2015 and still held those offices in December

/o

2017.



6. The fourth defendant is FREDERIK JOHANNES NEL (“Nel”), a businessman who
resides at |
- From August 1998 to December 2017, Nel was a director of SIHPL and for
the period covered by this proceeding (/) was referred to as the “Financial Director”
of SIHPL and (i/) was a member of its executive committee. In addition, Nel
became an executive director and a member of the executive committee of

Steinhoff N.V. in 2015 and still held those positions in December 2017.
FACTUAL BACKGROUND

7. SIHPL, which was listed on the Johannesburg Stock Exchange (“JSE”) on
23 September 1998, was the top holding company in the Steinhoff Group, prior to
the establishment of Steinhoff International Holdings N.V. (defined above as
“Steinhoff N.V.”) and the swapping of the entire issued share capital of SIHPL for
shares in the capital of Steinhoff N.V. pursuant to a scheme of arrangement in

terms of section 114 of the Companies Act, 71 of 2008, in 2015.

8. As aresult of the aforesaid scheme of arrangement, investors who had previously
held shares in SIHPL held shares in Steinhoff N.V., a company listed on both the

JSE and the Frankfurt Stock Exchange (FSE), from December 2015.

9. Investors who purchased shares in SIHPL, as a listed company on the JSE, prior
to December 2015, including the “Injured Investors” referred to below, relied on
SIHPL's annual financial statements and other financial information and
prospectuses published by SIHPL, which had been produced and certified by the

second to fourth defendants (“the directors”), when making their share




























































To: The Registrar

High Court (Western Cape Division)

Cape Town

Cnr. Long Street and Hans Strijdom Ave
CAPE TOWN

Ref. J Marais - JSM/LT4719

Tel: (082) 417 2608

Tel: 021 402 5000

Fax: 021 419 5729

Email: jac.marais@adams.africa
mia.dejager@adams.africa

To: Steinhoff International Holdings Proprietary Limited
First DefendantBuilding B2 Vineyard Office Park
Cnr Adam Tas and Devon Valley Road

Stellenbosch
Western Cape
7600

AND TO: Markus Johannes Jooste

Received a copy hereof on this the

day of June 2020.

For: First Defendant

Received a copy hereof on this the
day of June 2020.

For: Second Defendant

/]



AND TO:

AND TO:

Andries Benjamin La Grange

Frederik Johannes Nel

Received a copy hereof on this the

day of June 2020.

For: Third Defendant

Received a copy hereof on this the

day of June 2020.

For: Fourth Defendant
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